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Summary ,
| 9 The major findings of the two day workshop can be summed up in two
| : statements. ' First, it cak be 'determined that majority of those high
: _ school students who responded to the questionnaire were primarily
. interested in college education rather than vocational post-high <
. . school educatien. Secondly, maiority of those responding thought
. the entire workshop-provided useful information and was effectivé in
doing what -it had intended to do. Many positive comments were con-¢
. tributed relative.to the importance of ha;gi:g knowledgeable Native
¢ American speakers and that more of these Kinds of persons’ should be
" considered. Suggestions to inprove.fufure similar programs {p. 19-20),
includgd offering a more varied £jelds of interest rather than limit-
ing the program to vocaticnal, health, and coldeye orientation. Many
thought the groups were too large and that smaller group interactions -
should be considered. Among the other's suggestions were to provide
, more explicit information on the various sources of funding that are
e available such as the SEOG, BEOG, and CWS. There were 229 respondents
. ' ‘to the questionnaire which provides the evaluator some assurance that
a valid samplé population has been queried and the findings can be
‘ assumed t6 be reliablé. An unofficial ‘count of the totali number |
. attending the workgfop was thought to'be approximately 325.

A
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. Ppril 25-26, 1974

INTRODUCTION : The questlonnalre used in this assessment was n.ntended only to
be used as part of an evaluation of program effectiveness of INDIAN YOUTH
OPPORTUNITY WORKSHOP. Each participant was asked to complete the question- "
naire-and return it to one of the workshop staff. The inclusion of name of

the individual responding was not necessary.: Some of the names listed w1th

the ‘schools below were names and classification only, therefore, the tota]1

. does not gorrelate with. those that corrpleted the evaluation questionnaire. Com~
" putations on the. findings were based,on the actual count of "05 studentS', who
completed the questlonnaa_re .

The program was d‘emgned espec1 ly to dlssetm.nate information to those students
who would be pursuing post high school education. Cdnsequently, students with
. Senior and Junior classifications became the target population. Of the 205
students responding, 52 percent of them were Senlors and 41 percent were of
Junior classlflcatlon. c . 3

.

Schools Represented

-

- ) ' o .
T e Instltute of Aferican Indlan Arts 38 El Dorado High School: - 5
West Mesa High School 17 Albuquerque High School oo
'Rio Grande High School = . ~+ 13 ~  Del Norte High School - 29
Bernalillo ngh School T 34 Albuquerque, Indian School. 7
_ Valley High School™ .10 Los Lunas High School 8
Highland High, School 14 - ~ . Monzano High School . g 2
. Sandia High School w . 1 - New Futures High School 2
Title IV Staff ' -4 . i
. . ) ¢ " ) . R x .
» . 3 - ‘ . .
Respondents No.  .Percent ~ = ' Classification No. Percent
" Student - 205 .0 8 High School Freshmen = 0 - 0° _
o, . \ R K
-, parent - N\, . 0 w;‘ T 0 : ' High School Sophamore 13 7 .
..Tribal Official . 0 0 High School Juniof 86 41 . -
i . T 2, * . ‘ &
Teacher ~ - 6 2 High School Senior’ 106 52
T TOTAL: 205 100
Counselor T2 7 :
. Othér 6 2 .
.. TOTAL: 225+ 100 Xt . :
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" Participant Questionnaire
T - v . . ° . ' 6_
1. I attended the "fbllwing,,mrksmps: . (Check 'o.ne or more)

- o
. . ¢
. L]

. Number  Percent . C o
. 79 S 358 H'i_gﬁer E;dpcatior; and Summer Orientation
Totag 333 Heallth Carcers '
R - __§__2_§ M Voc‘:ational.Caree:rs in a'the ’;O;s .‘
229 - . 100% IR o -

.
- -8

. Majority of the participants, (68%) claimed to have attended two Sessions

. . in the workshop. The Health Careers and Vocational Careers were almost
. ’ identical in the mumbers of participants attending. It can be seen-that

‘ distribution of participahts were fairly evenly distributed among
the*three major workshops. ' ‘

-

—

2. I would rate in the order of their effectiveness as a source of informa~
tion use: 1 for most effective; 2 for-average; and 3 for least &ffective.

.

4

, ‘Most . . ‘least ,. No
Workshops =~ = Effective Average Effective Response Tofal

L N . 1 .
"Higher Education 99 433 93 40% * 30 13 7, 3% 229

Health Careers 76 33% 72 31% 74 3% 7 3% . 229
) .. % °
- Vocational Caréers 65 28% - 72 31% 90  39% - 2 229

4 v

- Approximately 833% of the participants thought the workshop on hiyher - = .
{ education was about average but most. effective, while 163 felt it was °
L the least effective or declined to respond to the item. Health Careers
oL workshop drew_the satisfaction of 64% of the respondents as being average
to most effective while 32% said,it was the least effective portion of ~
- the workshop. -The Vocational Careers workshiop was thought to be the -
least -effective of the program, (39%). Fifty-niine percent thought it
was effective. . ‘ ) . LT

t
. . .
‘ . » . . o &
< PO . .
3 - . « X

0




T would rafe the 3 workShops mentioned

L8

Number Percent

65 28% . Excellent

PO}

66 293 . Good

¢

48 22% | ' Average
v 47 . 208 Por

_3 1% ‘NA L
-229 . 100% ° Lo \*"‘?"‘dﬂ

1/ o . - ey

Approximately 79% of those responding said the overall progran, of work~
shops was.ayerage to excellent. Only 20% thought the program was poor.
Many respondents, of the 20%, commented negatively toward the ‘space

. shortage for the large group that attended the entire program.
s . & " * | .

5 . l
;o N T
I participated in the plam%d tours Iisted: - )\
\
!

-

»

L]

Number ‘\ Pearcent

63 29% University of New ‘Mexico ‘l
. - . . ‘ :
51 o228 University of Albuguergue | .

64 27% _Southwestern inda.an Ecglyzechnlc :institute "
-4 178 University of New Mexico Medical Schodl
20 s om0 T
229, 1008 R N R

[
' . !

rd
.

. e

' ‘The tours ‘tdken by the participants’ Were- fairly evenly distyibuted among
". the tour sites visited. The University of New Mexico attracted 29% ‘ywhile
Southiwestern Indian Polytechnic Institute attracted 273 of the participants.
. Several comments were contributed relative to assigning guides -that were
gamiliar with the sites, should another similar program be planned }‘.n the
uture. " N . . Hadh . X




5. I would rate the tours
information as:,

A

“~

Percent

A

" Nuber -
i
.102 443
3%

5%

—

229 1008,

The tolurs were thought_ to
they were about average.
positively of the tours.
of the tour program while
to respond. -

Most Effective -~ °

Averagé

.

. . \
for their 'effectiveness as a source for care

\
3
LI

i*'.
o
ot

.-

-

Ieast Effect'ive

NA

be most effective by 48% while 44% thought
It can be s though that 92% thought

A very small percentage thought negatively
_a somewhat larger :percentage (5%) declined




6.»’ The tours conducted were:
- - .anber Percent - . .
112 48 Well planned and oond’ucted .. |

J~ 93 40 , Well planned but not conducted w;ll g "

; ) 9 3 I11 planned and not conducted well ‘ S o
' wa , C S e
o 229/‘) 106 S0 oo oo

| v Almst half of the part1c1pants\ thought the tours were well planned and

. oonducted to thelr satisfaction while aboglt as equal mumber of part1c1pants
felt the tours were not conducted well or ill planned About nine percent .

‘ dec@ to respond to tﬁis J.tem Arong the open—-ended quest.lons re],atlve
to suggestJ.ons to :unprove a szmllar future program, many suggested us’rng

guldes who were more yfamiliar w1th the visit sites.

-

7. The workshop did the fo'llomi.ng things for me:' (Check one or more) ..

1 ™~._. Number Percent

46 20 'Helped me decide upon a careei'.puirsuit ol
T ‘ e ' ”
- 52 22 - Helped me i'eaffirm what I wan“t to do
68 29 . Prov1ded me helpful informatioén
- . 5/8 225 ‘ Gave me an opportunity to get aoquamted w1th people
- ‘ .. that amight helpf me later =~
b 0 0 * Did not prov1de anything.new to me < °
K . PRSI ‘m
"5t "4 Fdiled to help me with the kind of J.nfonnatlon need .
\
_0 0 I am more oonfused now about my future ﬂ-@ I was when
229 100 ~ I cawe to the workshop.

The program object.wes were to dlssam_nate helpful mfom\atlon to Indian zf :
r.

- students who had plans to.pursue post high school eduoa't“lon. . According tor

. ]
the respondents; Rﬁe majority of responses to the sevem optlons was for

-

the item tha:t statecf that the program provided - helpful mformatlon (299’)

Q

The second hnghest number of ms1ioisdents thought the prognam prov:.ded an

[ < . *;3‘"- ‘

..
N . - R N .- - < - ’
W e g e ey R . -t - L B . . ° B -




opportunlt.y to gct acqualnt(d with people that might be hclpful later. - -',

o
-

About 20 percent said the program ‘helped them decide upon a career

-

.

8. I \«;ould rate the overall workshop: (Workshops, ',Iburs‘: Speakers, etc.) -
' Mumber Percent - o T )
'112~ 48 Excellent . " .
. 88 " 38 7 Good “ , ' A
20 9_‘ ) Average - ' 7
2 5 . omor.. ' ©
229_ . 100 Ve

A great majority of the participants (86 percent) felt the program was

‘good to excellent. This 1tem can probably be v1ewed as the item prcsent.mg

the overall picture of what all the part.1c1pants actually thought about the .

-

program in terms of 1ts etfect.lveness in meet.mg Ets objectwes. A very small
percentage (five percent) felt, it dldv.not do what 1t proposed to do or did a
very poor job of it. Shouid those responding to this 1tem in the average

opt.lon be con51dered as part of the good and excellent, then it could be said

) that approxlmately 95 percent agreed that t‘he pr%ram was rated to have been

-

informative and worthwlule for the part.1c1pant.

g;a
9. The part I enjoyed most about the workshop was: . :
"N \ v

Number Percent ’ , . -‘ . 3 —

. . &

-

¢ 4. 18 The speakers and the tours:. .
22 10 The firsthand .mformatlon from students J.nvolved in’ .
various schools and alsd meeting people. e
2 ° 10 Spea.kers on Health careers ) - )
f w ] / . .
~°26 12 . Dr. Blue upruce s speech - -
“ 18 - 97  Dinner' . FORN
.« . . ‘& -, "
5 2 - Entertainment . -




7 .
-7 19 9  Tour to medical school _

9 ° 9 Meeting students from other high schools o ~
4. " >+ The orderly function of the whnle program® 4 .
w o . 4 ’
26 12 * Everything about the prograxm:.ncluding sharing J.deas

| . with others . %&v ) <N
27 11 - No response, ’ ‘ : /

'2‘23166 /

/ -

terestmg phase of the program‘ was the speakers and tour part of the progxram. _,.

Greater number (18 percent) of the partioipants agreed that the most in-

A\
A great many of them were :mpressed by br. Bl\,/ze zruce S participation while .
the same number were Jmpressed with everything ut the program including

sharlng ideas with others, Eleven percent failed to respond to this item.

d

It is not kmown whether the item was not clear and concise enough or whethert

® v

the participants’just didn't want to take the time to write an answex to an

|- open—ended question. S : C C. N

10. If another similar workshop is planned, I would suggest Fhe fc
be consrdered to be more meaningful to students: ‘

" 1, Offer a more’ varlety -of other flelds at the workshop. //J

’2. Allow more counselors to actually ‘take part " 6

' 3. Hold workshop earller in year 50 studen&’ would have npre tJme 8
' to select a career interest. .~ Lo
. . 4. dore explicit. infomation on SEDB, BBOG,! oWs, ete. - : 21T 22
. ° = ~ .
T .5, Simulation or show problems enoountered by new freshmen on a 15 T~
. college campus. - .
6. Dp similar kind of workshop every year ' " . T 24 £y
e 7. _ Provrde mo.ce pamphlets handouts, etc. L S S12 )
: ‘8. Conslder setting smaller groups for a more informal settmg 24
; : and more student response. . .
o ] .9. Provide adequate “space for a group as la.rge as the one that © 9
. " attended this workshop. - .
-’10, Moré Indian leaders to speak i. e., Dr Blue ‘Spruce. 218 Lo
L. Dropout prevention should be part of the program. O 5 { ’
\)‘ —. 8 ) -y ¥ -

7 <, . 7 . ) s e
s . - 2 » s - : 2
B - ot * ’ . . - E ‘ - 2 st

. . N . . T . . Y

et Provided by ERIC . . ‘o . . 1
.o . . -
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Lo o 2 e s . L . . P T




5 -

» 12. Discuss how to improve exchange of portin mfom\atlon 19
. between school counselors and agencies. QK ‘

13, Tours should have gu1des that are fanullar w1th what 1s . 1] -
»  bging toured. - o

*14. " More information on financial aid. ; ' ' ’ 8

15. Parking arrangements should be made in advance.’ - o6

16. Plan for more meals. ’ ) o 2
17. A variety of entertairnrent. ’ . e 2

? ’
18. ™Not, enough time- to cover all information that was needed to
be covered. . - , . 2 .
' ¢ .
19. Higher educaticn .component. should cover all other post-hlgh .
- sehool educat;on programs. . 3
20. Inv1te representatlves from eastern colleges. : . ‘ -1
S

21,7 Extend the program to last three days. = , ) 1

ol

j - B
"+ . 22, Include experienced students who have.gained knowledge on the ) °
job. Iet them speak to the students. . . o1 )
" .. The last 1tem No.” Ten) on the questlonnalre also requ:.red a written answer '
'ch received a varlety of 22 answers. All answers were con51dered‘and
o

in one of the 22 listed above. These are self-explanatory and the
ST
\eader can ve.r.y well interpret the.meanings of the responses. It should be

tioned that answers one,: four, and elght occurred more often than the ’
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. e PROGRAM ASSESSMENT . )
v Y . " . INDIAN YOUTH OPPORTUNITY WORKSIOP - -
_ Y Albuquerque, New Mexico | - -
’ ‘ .. . April 25-26, 1974 1
L E P v N -, 'f
] s y ‘

The questionnaire used in thlS asscssment was, mtonded only to be used as
part o@m evaluation of program effectiveness of INDIAN YOUTH OPPORITUNITY
WORKSHOP. Each participant was asked to complete the questionnaire and
- . return it to one of the \borkshop staff. NOIE: The;ir'xclusion of name of
~ the individual responding was not necessary. * .
J .o

X . i e o Respondents* . - Ew
ﬁ:‘{;‘: R - ‘ P .‘
Institute of American Indlan Arts 38 Qgrado High, School 5
West Mesa High School . T 17 Mbuﬁ‘uaque High School 42
Rio Grande High School 13 . Del Norte High School 29
. Bernalillo High School 34 = Albuguerque Indian School 7
-.  Valley. High School , : 10 Los.Lunas High School 8
: Highland High School ©* 14 % , Mangaro, High School; 7
Sandia High School . : 1 New”wf‘ut?tJreS School 2
Title IV Staff 4 .
. /
*Some of the names 1lsted.w1th the schools above widre names and classification -
only, therefoase, the total does not correlate with those ’chat completed the
Yo7 evaluation questionnaire. . . ch
; 205 Student ngb School Frestmen 0 ~
't e 4 i ‘ - . ’
S « . _0 Parent’ Co Hight Schocl SOphomre +13
. 7 : T T - | o
) ' < 0. Trital Official ' ngh school Junior- - 86
‘ ¢ 6 Teacher T, < Ha.ggx School Senior:: 106
7 o, -3 : : ‘xI ’ . i % "'v~ S ‘;i RIS ,i;w :»’ )
At ) “Gourldifor O R T o-205
o s
i b A% NN Wz R¥iked . .
oo 229 ) ' y . ’ - .
© ' v Part1c1pan1- Ouestlonnazre ’ S,

o, 1 attended the followmg mrkshops. " {Check one or more)

4
¢+ . - -
v

79 ngne:c Educatlon and Surmer Orientation,

A -
e -
. \

._\\A‘ /~ o N X -

. o '76 Health Careers v
- N w74 Vécational Careers in the 76' L »” ‘ o
‘/ Q 229 - * - - < 17 ’ . e .

-
° ‘ . B .




.y

/ . ‘ x . . , “ - .- .
2 , # !
17 ' R
- . ' §
b2, 1 would rate in the ‘order of their effectiveness as a source of infor- '
*.  matien use: 1 for most effective; 2 for average; and 3 for least
. effective. B h _ o ' o
N “. Most Ieast No v . .
Workshops Effective . Average , Effect.lve Response. Total .
Higher Bducation 99 ., 93 . 30 7 229
. R - Set
“Health Careers 76 . 72 23 T 229 .
Vocational Careers . 65 72 . 90 2 229 3
. ) \’ \ . © . < . ) g
3. I would 'rate the 3 workshops mentioned in question #2 as being: ~\
_65 Excellent
_66! Good : ’
_48 ‘Average N . P
. . * ‘ _\J e
_47 peor, ‘ * L -
‘ . N o .e .
4. I participated jn the plamned tours listed: A
63 University of New Mexico . S -
. .51 University of AlBuquerque . <
.’?. . r* * s,
B 64 Soutlmestermlndlan Polytechmc Institute - _ ;o
41 Unlversz.ty of New Mexico Ms\‘d;cal School_. e '
_iq N - ‘ L . !
S o
- yoe " . v '
. 5. I would rate the tours for’ theJ.r effect.Lveness as a sou:rce for career
mformatlon as: .
, 11 I\bst Effectlve{ v ﬂ
102 Average ' i , S . .. o .
__z Least Effeétlve ¢ -
. . ’ K y o T e
- . ~. | ST
. N




6 ‘e

9.

18

The tours conducted were:

©112 Well planned and conducted

_93 Well planned but not conducted well
_ 9 Il planned and not conducted well

~

L

15 NA

" The workshop did the. following things for me:

Helped-nle decide upon a career pureuit .

(Check one or more)

_46
. ) rd
_52 Helped me reaffirm what I want to do
_68 Provided me helpful information )
_58 Gave me an, opportunity to get acquamted W.lth people that might
~ helpme later , ,
-0 Did vot pmwde any‘t}"g.ng naw to me et % X
_5 Fa:.led to help me with the kind of mformatlon I needed
_0 IammoreoonfusedmwaboutmyfuturethaanaswhenImswhen .
I came to the workshop. 4 -
I would rate the overall workshop: ((Wo§'kshops, Tours, Speakers, -etc.)
112 Excellent, .
_88 Good ' y .
_20 Average \ T . \/
9 "Poor - { LN '
_— : 78 " . -
] o / w‘ : \
“The.part I enjoyed most about the workshop was‘ :
Number of -
L Responses  Percent
1. The speakers and the tours. . 41 - ~ )
2. The I‘lrst Hand Information from students involved o
.. in various schools and also meeting people. ,22 ‘
,\;, , s
L T T s
- - -~ o T . ~.
e - 2 g .
Yog I} - ool 2 - T » w? . -

-
E2



. Speakers’ on Health Careexs .
Dr. ‘Biqe'Spruce’s Speech
Dinrier’

4

Tour to ical School

Meet:.ng students from. other ‘high schools

*

The ‘orderly function of the whole probram.

.

Ever.yth.mg about the program including sharJ.ng
1deas with others. ) - 26

No response - : ‘ C27

{ N ——

229

If another similar workshop is planned g,,woiﬁd suggest the’ following
thing(s) be considered to be more meam.ngful to. students'

-

i - . {
. * e ,} O . . Nuniber of
no ~ f Responses Peércent

>
1. Offer a more variety of othez; flP.ldS at the
workshop ; X

]

2.  Allow more counseiors to actuallj take part. .

3. .Hold workshop earlier in year so stiidents:
would have more time to select a career .
interest. o

" 4. More explicit infornation on SECE, BBOG, G,
) etCQ ". '

" 5. Smnﬂ.atlon or show problems encountered by
new freshnen on a college campus .

~6. Do smular kind of workshop every year.

van.de more pamphlets, handouts, etc.

¢4
conslder sett:Lng smaller groups for a more
mformal settmg and more student response

20




) 20 ‘ :
’ Number Of ’
- Responses  Pdrcent
'9. Provide adequate Space for a group ‘as, large ’ .
as the one that attended this workshop . 9
10. More Indian leaders to speak such as Dr. . e
Blue Spruce. : C . . 18 )
11. Dropout prevention é uld be part of ’che . : " .
program. - . 5
¢ . ’ “ LA :
12.* Discuss how to improve\ éxchange of pertinent . . - .
" information between school counselors and ¢ *. =~ .° .
agenc:.es. # .. .19
. '13. -Tours should have guides that are famlllar .
. with what is being- toured. . - . 11
"14. More mfonnatlon on fmanc;al aid = " “ 8
! \ : o -
15, Parking arrangements should be made in advance.: ‘s .
16. .Plan for more meals. ) } 2 £
17.° A vari‘ety of entertaifmen ‘_ oo \{ T R
. ! L : .
" 18. Not enou%h time to &over all J.nfonnatmn that . o J
. Was' needed to be covered. » 2
° ’ » ‘
19. Higher education componentz s g
other post-hlgh school edf.ﬂ:a 3
. 20., Invite representatlves fmm oo 1 '
21. Ebctendt‘he program to 1ast3days s . -‘-,' 1°
22. Include?“'experlenced students aho have gained - o .
*  knowledge on the job, TLet them speak to the s . .
students. s _ : ' NE TR
-~ N -
Q‘ ’ ;2 i) o ¢ o
» :H:b H i~ . ’ . ! "
- - ' Py > - L
* L { N [ ' * ” 4
“ éé ) ¢4 * £ ' ] ./‘ ¢ ) ) {
. . g , .V. : ’ 21‘ v T i
. s .
¥ t’ "Hv—v:{ 3 § \s i~ ‘ ;.

BN
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- Cea o INDIAbryoumoppom'Ué'xmméh .’ “/z?

' . . » .. \ April 25, 1'97‘4 N ”.-T .'&f ; .
1 8 1 " / \
’ N ~ ’ o \\ & < ° .. »
. ‘. T ‘. ! t SR *,& LT .
_-+ - ' WORKSHOPS ; SERCE
: 4 First Choic +, . Sécond Chdice
' . ¥ j
o ngher Dducatlon - Scholarshlps °06 . -390 <. 72 P 301 | - ‘
viop - . . o\ o v o

Vocatmnal Tralm.ng; 4 32 ;%p% 032 5 13w . ' N
. .. Careers in the 70's 36- - 1% 3'6~" Igz §

Oollegé Pre-Orientation . co. {88 - 28%. 57 %, - 28g {: 5
N o Co3e L Eogsy SR
..‘ E. . /} . -? ?‘ 'lc _ ~ ﬁ v . 1"

- - B o TOURS ¢ T “i;‘; -

@‘ S First Chdice’ Second Choz.ce
" . "' Technical Vocational Institute v | 8 - w] . .

A . n 3 -

T . . . ; -t . .. |

g ‘ . ~

_University of Albuiuerque . .30 .+ 13.5% 61, 30% . .

University of NewMeJuco ‘ L9t a3 60 \ ~30% ¢ N
N . . 3 8 ¢ 3 - - - o [ 5
« o *

Southwestern Ind:.an Polytechnlc 32 1459 35 - - 17%
InstJ.tute & NI : I

R Medlcal School ((%4) s 25 1 12, 525
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- High School: Freshmen Sophomore  ~ Juniop - Senior

R " PROGRAM ASSESSMENT _
.  INDIAN YOUTH OPPORTUNITY WORKSHOP ' .

. Albuquarque, . New Mexico .
April 25-26, 1974

-

This questionnaire is intended only to be used as a.part of an evalua- .
tion of program effectiveness of INDIAN YOUTH OPPORTUNITY WORKSHOP..

Each participant is being asked to camplete this questionnaire and.

return it to one of the workshop staff. NOTE: The inclusion of name

of the individual respording is.mot necessary.

Biographical Data Section
Plea;se chgck _ap{qmpriate space: ’ ' ) .
Iam__*  Student ' __ Teacher - |
Parent - mra_ Coumselor - . e
Tribal Official | ~ _____ Other: . y

For student only:

. N -

&llege or o ' ' ' .o ‘
Uru.ver51ty Freshmen Sophamore " Junior éenior. ¥R
-~ ‘ v‘ . ¢ . . )
I attend: 'High School (Name) ' - '
) Oollegé or University (Name) - ) . K

M Part101pant Ouestlonnalre ) -,
1. 1 attended the- follqwmg workshops. (Check one or more) ER \
Higher qucatlon and Sunmer Orlentatlon o
' Health Careers < ) g ’
( R 5 N , ° . R ‘
’ Vocational Careets in the 70's w0
» ‘ . ‘
. - ) . i3 - £ S ; v
¢ H ¥ - } L&
S
‘ . ,
, 2 4 % ~
. . 2 =z .
. e B tY
bl ) s -




- . 7
- h b R L . . )
23 : e
2. I would rate them in the order of their effectiveness ‘;s” a source =
- . - .of information. (Use: 1 for most effective, 2 for ayverage, and -
‘3. for least effective) . . 2,
~ . . T/

Hié%e: Education and Summer Orientation - : ' :
1th Careers ' ' L )‘

Vocational Careers in the 70's

s 3

Heal

3.. I would rate the 3. workShpps mentioned -in question #2 as being: '

' \ Excellent, .
. - Good L ' : s

S e —
N 1 . Average :

Poor .. R

4. I participated in the planned tours listed: . ~ e
- » e \ ra - R . .
) Unive..rsity of New Mexico’ { \ .. -
. ¢ ¢ - R . X
t

’ Univereity of Albuquerque -

)

Southwestern Indian Polytechnlc Inst;Ltute L

Unlv]arsny of New Mexico Medlcal School

I ‘ -

5. I would rate the tours for. the.Lr effectlveness as a source for
career information as: ) C . -

.

Y | Most Effective .

. Average, ' ) -

.- . N R . oo . ’ .
Least Effective_\ T s

6. The tours.cohducted were: .

< . Well plamned and conducted o C

. Well planned but not conducted well ’ - w
L Ill planned and ot conducted well . B

A ,,25-




LN : . . 2'4 . .‘; ~

7. .The workshop did the following tl’u.n%s for te: . (Check one or more)
' - q‘ . \ Helped me decide upon a career pursuit’ ' ' ,
T . -7 " Helped me reaffimm what I want to do

= Provided me.helpful m.fozmatlon '
- ' ' Gave me an opportunity to get acqualnted with people that
R : mlght help me later.

o N o Did not prov1de anything new{:one Q,, ‘ . N

.
-
- . - ’

Failed to help me mth the kind of :mfo tion I needed

. ) Iammreconﬁ;sednowaboutmyfuture thaanaswhenI V..

was when I came to the warkshop. ) i ' \

. .
. . .
. = . . \ JRRN - — A ~
- . Qr: ~ -
. - =~ -
' .

B ‘N’& o, E .3
: 8. I would rate the overall workshop: (Workshogs, iburs, ‘SpeéJcers{, eto.).
et : ( ‘5 Excellent ST -
: + - . . BN ’ ~
i , - . o . . \ .

) Average - ) " ©

—

- lI - o
Poor Co oo -
i —_— < g
’, . £ i v -
. . . . , LY

’ \{ TN

. .. 9. Thepart I enjoifedfnpst af:out_: the workshop was: * ° 3//‘ Ce N
Comments: ~ . = /

hd N ~ . N »

, . e LAY S v‘_;‘jt '3 . o
£ ~< - : X - y L . '
4 " )
. 10, If another s:.mllar workshOp is plarmed, I would suggest the followmg
. thmg(s) be considered to be mare meanmgful to student5° L , ’
‘ > ) sate .é' . " :,: ’ / .
U A - -
4 * . ¥ . ) - -
Cot - ‘ . — RN . !
‘ - i . . °. [.. v . i 1
~ 4 o ’ S - .
' - \'\: «? ) :
. . . v : St T e < BN
- > - T "
’ et ¢ 2 6 ) ) ’.%z » ;::‘% ” + e
'S K ~ N
. s . L. s A’E %x‘
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L INDIAN YOUTH OPPORTUNITY WORKSHOP s
; e  April 25-26, 1974
13 ! . P

. . , . K ,
. Selection #f_ Workshops at Pre~Registration -0

P
Name - -
. "¢ school __ ., ¢ - - .
) Grade ) . . ‘ ,
. ” * ;
= Workshops
. (Select 3in order of preference)
ngher EducatJ.on - Scholarships
A 7(—Ieal‘.:h Career's
Vocatlonal Training ~ Employment Ass:nstance
N . Manpower Development
. Erployment Securlty Camission
Ly % . / ;
. ., , Careers in the 7 e
/ College pre-Orientation ¥
’ NG ; :':I‘ . M a
W . (Select First and Second Choi ) i
:‘.. . "w * - ) ! \JT%
: . i g e ' B 2 -
.  Technical Vocational Instituts )
. 4 . . A h -
- 1.0 = .University of Albuguerque .o R
R ’ _ University of New Mexico . T
5 ’ ' Southwestern Indian Polytechmc Instltute
s . -, , * { .
- Medical School (UNM) T ‘ _ C Y.
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: o 26 !
[ R .
- ! .' ~ , > .
: , " INDIAN YOUTH OPPORTUNITY WORKSHOP
. April 25, 1974
' , WORKSHOPS +*
. 4

Higher Education - Scholafships
Health Careers’ ) .
Vocational Training

Cé:,ceers in the 70's

\

College Pre-Orientation - s

¥

. Technical Vocational Institute -

University of Albugquerque
University of New Mexico
Southwestern Ind.l.an Polytechnlc

Institute {,x.;, ’

Medical School (UNM) <

‘
LI

*
‘
-
—_—
)
L
- EA
‘e
* .
-
»
™ - -

e

-
)

Second Ghoice'

First Choice

=

TOURS

First Choice

Second Choice

~

.
Rl




: .
INDIAN ‘YOUTH OPPORTUNITY CONFERENCE .
FOR : | e

HIGH SCHOOL JUNIORS AND' SENIORS.

April 25th & 26th,1974

' Hilton Hotel
) 125 2nd N.E.
Albuquerque, New Mexico

S s

oy . . .

- Thursday, April 25tf. ' . ; ‘

Students will participate in workshops covering financial
aids, scholarship information, vocational training, higher
education, pre-college programs, health careers and job
information. : ’

¥

~

Friéqy, April 26th.

-Students willl be given tours+of the UNM campus, UNM Medical
School, Southwestern Indian-Polytechnic Institute and the
University of Albuquerque. Ty

: ' Guest “Speakers include Dr. George Blue Spruce, Gov. Robert
. Lewis, Mr. Delfin. Lovato (AIPC Chairman), Mr. Ernest Staple-
ton (Albugq. Public Schools), and Actor Dennis Hopper.

4 /

Students may obtain details and pre-registtration forms from ™
their counselors or call Urban Indian Education at 842-3577 .

o . ¥
- -- Sponsoring Agencies:

AIPC, Higher Education Dept{oTitle IVi-iUrban Indian Education;

National Indian Youth Council; Navajo Health Authority; Bur-'
eau of Indian Affairs; Educational Talent Search; and Laguna
Tribal Scholarship Program. - : ' w0




" INDTAN YOUTH -OPPORTUNITY CONFERENCE
: Hilton Hotnl-Dowvtown

K o ' " Albuquerque, New Mexico - -
AGENDA
, April 25, 197,
A} J a
. & . R ' : ¢
8:00-9:00 Registration ~
9:60 ‘ In‘bljodu_c‘bidn of Guests - Effie Marmon, Hayes Lewis
: P Welcome Address + Delfin Lovabo, Cha:'..rman
7 / '* ALl Indian Pueblo Councll o
9:15 . Gilbert E,. M:.randa, Director
. .New Federal Programs .
Albuquerque Public Schools . .
9:30‘ . Keynote Speaker - Dr. Géorge Blue Spruce
10:15  ° °  Coffee N ' : -
10:30 Charles Sheena.n* Difdetor '
Student F:.ne.réc:.al Aid . RN
o University®of MNew Mexico :
. B
11:00" ) Explanat,lon of Programs - Coord:mators
. . ¥
o N
Y 11230 Iunch
, - {
.1200-4200 ‘ Workshops
< ' pees ,
. 1. Higher Educat:.on

~

. INDIAN PUEBLO COUNCIL - Eff’n.e Marmon
Ny \U' OF IMNDIAN AFFAIRS - Leroy Falling
Y cox.LEGE ENRICHENT, ~ Marlene Naranjo
/  LAGUNA SCHOLARSHIP' PROGRAM - Bred’ Secott .
S NAYAJO SCHOLARSHIP PROGRAM - Lawrence Guishey
ZUNI SCHOLARSHIP PROGRAM - Geraldine Simplicio

y . a N ¢ - ’
! [ .4 ’\r o . ) 31




9:00-12:00

.8

‘73%-:9:00 '

s{ Health Careers e '
Mike Lineoln - + ~ wr
Roger Greyeyes ;
3. Vocatlonal . ’ \ i
EMPLOYMENT ASSISTANCE -Ralph Paisano
EMPLOYMENT SECURITY COMMISSION- Paul Day
MANPOWER DEVELOPMENT~ Beltron Chavez . ¢

SOUTHWESTER! INDIAN POLYTECHIIC INSTI'IUTE-Wlllard Scott ¢
STATE PERSONEL ENMPLOYMENT- Sherry- Watkins !
SCHOOL ON WHEELS- - ) -

YOUTH EMPLOYMENF- Bill Stlllwell

s

4, * Careers in the 70=’s . ’ ’ \
Betsy Yost
Delfino nga‘e‘z’\ '
‘Dinner . - ‘ T - &

Dance-~ Edgewater -
.3

" april 26, ig7h

s

Breskfast (Overnight guests) 1
\ . ’ ) s
Tours - - ’

EaN

UNIVERSITY OF AI.BUQUERQUE- Mary Kirkland, Chrlstme Slms
UNIVERSITY OF NEW MEXICO- Mike Lincoln, Bill Lee
\sou'rmmswmx INDIAN Powrzcm\uc INSTITUTE- Joe Jojola
- Willard Scott
i g

Tancheon e
Introduction of Guests— Bill Leé
' ‘Speakers—- Governor Robert Lewis
\Zuni 'Pueblo :
Dennig Hopper . .

01081113 Rema,rks-Efﬁe Marmon - ° ' s
‘Joe Jojola i

. - -

.32
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EVALUATION REPORT ——

SECOND ANNUAL: INDIAN YOUTH OPPORTUNITY
CONFERENCE |
FEBRUARY 2628, 1975

 WESTERN SKIES MOTEL
ALBUQUERQUE, NEW MEXICO

" DATA ANALYSIS
- GENELEITKA
’ JERRY HARJO
INDIAN EDUCATION RESOURCES CENTER
ALBUGUERQUE, 'NEW MEXICO
ARRIL 1975 S
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ABSTRACT ,

A total of 751 students completed the questionnaire that contained
5 items concerning the effectiveness of the workshop- designed to
inform the high school students of post high school opportunities.
The 5 items on the evaluation instrument elicited from the parti-
cipants their immediate impression of the total program. from the
effectiveness of the workshop speakers to tHe physical arrangements
of the total program.

5 .

N ]

I%e highest number of positive responses was/,giveh to item ‘number 1
on the questionnaige that asked the participants for their impression
of the usefulness and importance of the infbrmation given at the
workshop. Abqut 368 or 49% said the infgfmation was VERY BENEFICIAL.
The next highest number of positive responses was given to item -
number 2*3n which the students were asked their opinion about. the
speakers. Almost half, 45% or 344, thought the speakers were VERY .
INTERESTING, while item number 3 drew 32 or 43% of .the total 751 to
say the information presented at the we shop was VERY IMPORTANT
Probably the most important 1tem'on the questionnaire was item number
5 that asked the participants to give "their opinion about the ‘effec-
tiveness of the total cenference. ' An ,overwhelming majority, 91%,
rated the. conference from EXCELLENT to RAIh. A somewhat negative
rate was given to item number 4 that asked the students, for their
impression of the PHYSICAL SET-UP of the program. About 31% said

. it provided VERY LITTLE COMFORT while about 50% of the total respon-

dents rated the physical set- up VERY UNCOMFORTABLE to UNCOMFORTABLE
and some were INDIFFERENT abqut the whble matter. This item.also
drew the largest number of NO RES’bNSQEa A total of 59 ox 8% declined
to answer the questlon.

- .

% .

A%
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<>

V4 N
; : 2
- L’»;‘,
B /‘» -2~ ) % 8 )
J '( 5 ‘ A
N M \——4««‘ . R ., . > Y k3
The 1nfomat1on presented 1n;thls session was * ‘ v g /
/ ) . . . s .',,“ !
¢ ' ? » .t ‘ ';: }’ R - -
1 3 - 4 . 5 6
Very Beneficial Very L1t le { '} Indifferent: Very Little , | ~Not Helpful \No Response
Beneficial |, . Help 4 at all - J!
Respgnse’ $ | Response © '§’ Response . % |Response - % .LResgonse/%’_%—f,Response %
'368 49%°1 203 - 27% 115 15.3% 24 3.2% 16 2.1%} 25- 3.3% .
. . . . - . " . . . ,

ApproxiJncatf.'gly 76% thought the e'n'tire session was beneficial ‘to some, de}ree while the remaining 24% felt
differenti); Abou;: 50% felt therprogram was, very~ben3ficia-1 It is possible, that many students who felt
the sessmn was not beneficial or had very little nnportance could have come from schools tﬁat employed
counselors that prov1ded mformatmn pert1nent to 'college and other post high school -1nst1tut1ons. The

X N
conference could have appeared to be repet1t10us. ‘ _

36




: ’ - +3-
“:*,\,ﬁ The speakers in this session were: - -
g B . _
™~ i
1 q . 2 3 4 ¢ 5 6
Very- intere}tlng Not Very Indifferent Not Interesting Put me to No Response -
Interesting 7 at all '_ sleep v
F -
Response %‘ Response % |Response . ® _ '} |Response ° * % |Response % | Nunber %
344 45‘.&%_}1 218 -29% |- 113 15§ 33 "4.4% 18 2.4% 25 3.3%
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Seventy- f1ve perce t of the 751 students responding sa1d the speakers were interesting to some degree.
Almost half of them did adm1t the speakers were very 1nterest1ng ) ‘ .
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" das this session and the information important to you? g .
1. ) 2 3 4 5 6
Yes, Very Very Little . Indifferent Not Important Did not apply No Response
Important Importance . tome'\
s Pl . .
Résmgg % |Response % |Response % 'Response % Respon;e ‘ % |Response %
T - ) -1 )
321 42.7% 209 27.8% 104 13.8% 42 5.6% 32 - 4.3% 43 - 5.7%
Approxlmately 70% of the 751 participants felt the total” session and the information given was IMPORTANT R
to them, while the remalnmg 308, thought the sessions were either unimportant or not applicable to them.
S
The maJorlyy s response would indicate that the program was. thought to be worthwhile and provided useful
information,
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* The physical set-up of the workshop was: ’ .
1 "2 3 -, ' 5 6 -
Very Comfortable {Little Comfort Indifferent Uncomfortable Very No Response
' : Uncomfortable

Response’ $ Résponse % | Response % |Response - . % |Response . g Reg;(onsg $

‘140 18.6%| 235  31.33| 183’ 24.4% | 83 11.1%°| 68 - 9.3 | 42 = 5.68
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The response on thlS item was almost evenly sp11t between those that felt the phy51ca1 set up was fairly
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Overall I would rate the Second Annual Indian Youth ‘Conference as:
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1 2 - .4 5
- Excellent Good Fair Indifferent Poor . No Response
4] ) . . P \ ' i Z\
Response % |Response . % |Response % |Response % |Response % |Response = %
307 40.9% | 230.  30.8% | 143 196 | 10 1.3%] . 2 38 59 7193
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A great majority of the 751 students, 90,%,: rated the conference from EXCELLENT to FAIR.
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This item drew

, greater number of NO RESPONSE than any other item. There were a total of 59 students (8%) who declineﬁ

to answer the question. Nevertheless, the program peoplé should find some satlsfactmn in the 90% who

<

thought p0551t1ve1y of the total prOgram.
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‘ ‘ | o * EVALUATION REPORT : R
T - INDIAN YOUTH OPPORTUNITY CONFERENCE " .

O\ - 7 ANSWERS : . -
I S z 3 4 .5 ~1 No Response
NO. QUESTION NO., % NO. -% |NO, % INO,- % [NO. % |NO. % i
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L 1)

1 The* information- . : i .
presented in this N :
Session was: - 368 49.0| .203 27.0§115 15.3 | 24  3.2| 16 2.1 { 25 3.3

. ' 2 The speakers in .
this session | : . ‘
o were: ' 344 45.81 218 29.0( 113 15:0 33  4.4] 18. 2.4 25 . 3.3

3 Was this session ' ) I
, ’ and the informa-. g S . 4

T .tion important ' ' ; .
| to you? \ 321 42.7| 209 27.8{104 13.8 (/42 .5.6| 32 4.3 | a3 5.7 | °
’ - . B /., " . ‘ , -/ . ’ s .
’ 4 The physical set- . , B D ’ - .
. |" .- | “up of the work- ‘ i ‘ ; _ .
N °| .shop was:. - | 14018.6| 23531.3|183 24.4 | 85 1L.1| 68 -9.1 | 42 5.6 -
B 5 Overall I would . o . - ; ' a -
w0 rate the Second . ' - . . /A .

Annual Indian - ’ S
- Youth Conferénce . ' -
R | as: | 307 40.9|, 230.30.6{143 19.0°} 10 1.3 2 .3 | 59 ° 7.9
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. TOTALS: . |1,480 1,095 J 658 216 s 136 194

.\‘45 . ) - . : ! [
o} A - . . - . R A )
3 . . L
o , :




o
: s e ,

\ . EVALUATION OF THE ZND ANMUAL : ‘
- . INDIAN YOUTH OPPORTUNITY CONFERENGE - . e

February 26, 27, 28; 1975 T

Voo ) .
) L =
Name of workshop or ‘speaker: .
L 4 . ,’ -
,How many sessions or \eaker's have you attended already?
) L ]
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Circle a nunber to rate each-item below. Please make any comments or eMblanations
below each statement. We ‘appreciate any suggestions you might have ta rove* future
conferences. ; oo .

.
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1. The information presented in this session was:

Very - .

: Not helpful
Beneficial'- -

o . » = ~atall
1 « 2 3. -4 ' 5 .
Comments:  ~ : L ) - >
. - ) R
[}
2. The speaker(s) in this session were:
"~ Very - . ' . ) S . Putme -
Interesting 4+ - . . . to sleep
1 20 0 T Yo < 5
Comnents:
‘ Y
3 e —
3. Was this session and the information important to you? B .
Yes, Very ) ' - ) Did not
Important apply to mé .,
‘ i ) 2 l s s . - 4 - h 5
Coments : ) .
4. The physical set-up of the workshop was:
~ Very - YT = " Very
Comfortable ' . , . ) . ~ _ Uncomfortable
B 1 ‘ B 2 - . 3 o o 4 | / é »
Comments: ‘ L e R
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5. Ovefall I would rate the 2nd Annual Indian Youth_ﬂonference as:

Excellent

/

Fair
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